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- Extensions of time nnay be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 
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11) n The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action orfomn PTO-152. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

In view of the corrections made by the applicant, the examiner has withdrawn claim objections. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ord^ary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
marmer in* which the invention was made. 

2. Claiml- 11, 13-16, 18-19, 27-41, 43-46, 48-49, 57-70, 72-75, 77-78, 86-104, 106-107, 
115-133, 135-136, 144-161, 163-164 & 172-175 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Groath et al (U.S. 6,571,285) and Dev et al (U.S. 5,751,933). 

1. As per claims 1, 12, 31, 42, 61, 68, 71, 90, 119 & 148 Groath disclosed a performance 
management system for providing performance information of a communication network 
(col. 10, lines 1-5), the performance management system comprising: a reporting system 
configured to generate and transmit a graphical overview of the communication network to a 
user system, process the instruction to determine the performance information, generate a 
graphical format of the performance information (col.35, lines 10-15), and transmit the graphical 
format of the performance information from the performance management system to the user 
system (col. 10, lines 5); and a database system configured to store the performance information 
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(col. 10, lines 15-20). However Groath did not explicitly disclose, receive an instruction to 
request the performance information for a selected region of the communication network from a 
user system. In the same filed of endeavor Dev disclosed receive an instruction to request the 
performance information for a selected region of the communication network from a user system 
(co.2, lines 35-40, col.5, lines 20-38, col. 12, lines 42-67 & col. 12, linesl-9). 
At the time the invention was made it would have been obvious to one in the ordinary skill in the 
art to incorporate presenting performance information relating to a selected region as disclosed 
by Dev in the system of providing performance management information of a communication 
network as disclosed by Groath in order to make the system more versatile and robust by giving 
the user the option to target the appropriate areas of the network that need to be closely analyzed 
for performance. 

2. As per claim 2, 32, 62, 91, 120 & 149 Groath-Dev disclosed the method of claim 1 
wherein the graphical format is a web page (col.69, Unes 34-40 & col. 91, lines 50-54). 

3. As per claims 3, 33, 63, 92, 121 & 150 Groath-Dev disclosed the method of claim 1 
wherein the graphical format is a report (coi.35, lines 10-15). 

4. As per claims 4, 34, 64, 93, 122 & 151 Groath-Dev disclosed the method of claim 1 
wherein the graphical format is a screen (col.69, Unes 53-55 and also see figures 23-28). 
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5. As per claims 5, 35, 65, 94, 123 & 152 Groath-Dev disclosed the method of claim 1 
wherein processing the instruction to determine the performance information comprises 
retrieving the performance information (col. 13, Unes 8-51). 

6. As per claims 6, 36, 66, 95, 124 & 153 Groath-Dev disclosed the method of claim 5 
wherein retrieving the performance information is from a probe device (col. 14, lines 12-26 & 
col.18, lines 5-10). 

7. As per claims 7, 37, 67, 96, 125 & 154 Groath-Dev disclosed the method of claim 6 
wherein retrieving the performance information from the probe device comprises: generating and 
transmitting a message to request performance information from the probe device; and receiving 
the performance information from the probe device (col. 18, lines 5-40). 

8. As per claims 8, 38, 97, 126 & 155 Groath-Dev disclosed the method of claim 5 wherein 
retrieving the performance information is from a memory in the performance management 
system (See Table 39 from columns 167 to 170). 

9. As per claims 9, 39, 69, 98, 127 & 156 Groath-Dev disclosed the method of claim 1 
wherein processing the instruction to determine the performance information comprises 
calculating the performance information (coL25, lines 66-67 & col. 26, lines 1-5). 
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10. As per claims 10, 40, 70, 99, 128 & 157 Groath-Dev disclosed the method of claim 1 
further comprising monitoring the performance information in the communication network 
(col. 10, lines 1-14). 

11. As per claims 11,41, 100 & 129 Groath-Dev disclosed the method of claim 1 further 
comprising storing the performance information in memory of the performance management 
system (col. 18, lines 5-50). 

12. As per claims 13, 43, 72, 101, 130 & 158 Groath-Dev disclosed the method of claim 1 
wherein the communications network uses wireless signals (col, 1, lines 31-39). 

13. As per claims 14, 44, 73, 102, 13 1 & 159 Groath-Dev disclosed the method of claim 1 
wherein the communications network uses broadband wireless signals (col.l, lines 31-39). 

14. As per claims 15, 45, 74, 103, 132 7 160 Groath-Dev disclosed the method of claim 1 
wherein the performance information comprises a number of modems (col,31, lines 15-24), 

15. As per claims 16, 46, 75, 104, 133 & 161 Groath-Dev disclosed the method of claim 1 
wherein the performance information comprises forward error correction information (col.51, 
lines 60-67 & col.52, lines 1-2). 
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16. As per clams 18, 48, 77, 106, 135 & 163 Groath-Dev disclosed the method of claim 1 
wherein the performance information comprises number of bytes (See figures 14 & 15 and 
CO1.107& 108 -table- 18). 

17. As per claims 19, 49, 78, 107, 136 & 164 Groath-Dev disclosed the method of claim 1 
wherein the performance information comprises speed of transmission (col. 107, table 18). 

18. As per claims 27, 57, 86, 1 15, 144 & 172 Groath-Dev disclosed the method of claim 1 
wherein the instruction comprises a region of the communication network (col. 10, lines 10-22 & 
figure 18). 

19. As per claims 28, 58, 87, 1 16, 145 & 173 Groath-Dev disclosed the method of claim 1 
wherein the instruction comprises an Internet Protocol address (col. 173, tables 40 & 41). 

20. As per claims 29, 59, 88, 1 17, 146 & 174 Groath-Dev disclosed the method of claim 1 
wherein the instruction comprises a user identification (col. 72, lines 37-67 & col. 73, lines 1-37). 

21. As per claims 30, 60, 89, 1 18, 147 & 175 Groath-Dev disclosed the method of claim 1 
wherein the instruction comprises a time or date (col. 18, lines 15-17 «& col. 20, lines 1-15). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

22. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

23. Claims 17, 47, 76, 105, 134 & 162 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Groath et al (U.S. 6,571,285) and Moura et al (U.S. 6,41 1,606). 

24. As per claims 17, 47, 76, 105, 134 & 162 Groath disclosed the method of claim 1. 
However Groath did not explicitly disclose wherein the performance information comprises 
signal to noise ratio. Moura disclosed wherein the performance information comprises signal to 
noise ratio (col. 10, lines 13-15). 

Therefore at the time the invention was made it would have been obvious to one in the ordinary 
skill in the art to incorporate signal to noise ratio parameter taught by Moura as a part of the 
performance category in the performance information system taught by Groath to facilitate in 
providing a full spectrum view of a communication network for analysis. 

25. Claims 20-26, 50-56, 79-85, 108-114, 137-143 & 165-171 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Groath et al (U.S. 6,571,285) and Opoczynski (U.S. 
5,519,830). 
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26. As per claims 20, 50, 79, 108, 137 & 165 Groath disclosed the method of claim 1. 
However Groath did not explicitly disclose wherein the performance information comprises 
channel information for a plurality of channels. Opoczynski disclosed wherein the performance 
information comprises channel information for a plurality of channels (col3, hnes 49-58). 
Therefore at the time the invention was made it would have been obvious to one in the ordinary 
skill in the art to incorporate channel information for a plurality of channels taught by 
Opoczynski as a part of the performance category in the performance information system taught 
by Groath to facilitate in providing a full spectrum view of a communication network for 
analysis. 

27. Claims 21, 51, 80, 109, 138 & 166 are rejected under 35 US.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Groath et al (U.S. 6,571,285), Opoczynski (U.S. 5,519,830) and Moura et al 
(U.S. 6,411,606). 

28. As per claims 21, 51, 80, 109, 138 & 166 Groath and Opoczynski disclosed the method 
of claim 20. However Groath and Opoczynski did not disclose wherein the channels are 
upstream. Moura disclosed wherein the channels are upstream (col. 5, lines 43-49). 
Therefore at the time the invention was made it would have been obvious to one in the ordinary 
skill in the art to incorporate upstream channel taught by Moura as a part of the performance 
category in the performance information system taught by Groath- Opoczynski to facilitate in 
providing a full spectrum view of a communication network for analysis. 
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29. As per claims 22, 52, 81, 1 10, 139 & 167 Groath and Opoczynski disclosed the method 
of claim 20. However Groath and Opoczynski did not disclose wherein the channels are 
downstream. Moura disclosed wherein the channels are downstream (col. 5, lines 43-48). 
Therefore at the time the invention was made it would have been obvious to one in the ordinary 
skill in the art to incorporate downstream channel taught by Moura as a part of the performance 
category in the performance information system taught by Groath-Opoczynski to facilitate in 
providing a full spectrum view of a communication network for analysis. 

30. As per claims 23, 53, 82, 1 1 1, 140 & 168 Groath and Opoczynski disclosed the method 
of claim 20. However Groath and Opoczynski did not disclose wherein the channel information 
comprises a state of one of the channels. Moura disclosed wherein the channel information 
comprises a state of one of the channels (col. 2, lines 39-60). 

Therefore at the time the invention was made it would have been obvious to one in the ordinary 
skill in the art to incorporate information comprising a state of one of the channels taught by 
Moura as a part of the performance category in the performance information system taught by 
Groath-Opoczynski to facilitate in providing a full spectrum view of a communication network 
for analysis. 

31. As per claims 24, 54, 83, 1 12, 141 & 169 Groath and Opoczynski disclosed the method 
of claim 20. However Groath and Opoczynski did not disclose wherein the channel information 
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comprises a change in a state of one of the channels. Moura disclosed wherein the channel 
information comprises a change in a state of one of the channels (col. 2, lines 58-64), 
Therefore at the time the invention was made it would have been obvious to one in the ordinary 
skill in the art to incorporate information comprising change in state of one of the channels 
taught by Moura as a part of the performance category in the performance information system 
taught by Groath-Opoczynski to facilitate in providing a full spectrum view of a communication 
network for analysis. 

32. As per claims 25, 55, 84, 113, 142 & 170 Groath and Opoczynski disclosed the method 
of claim 20. However Groath and Opoczynski did not disclose wherein the channel information 
comprises a number of messages transmitted. Moura disclosed wherein the channel information 
comprises a number of messages transmitted (coL2, lines 38-60). 

Therefore at the time the invention was made it would have been obvious to one in the ordinary 
skill in the art to incorporate number of messages transmitted in channel information taught by 
Moura as a part of the performance category in the performance information system taught by 
Groath-Opoczynski to facilitate in providing a fiill spectrum view of a communication network 
for analysis. 

33. As per claims 26, 56, 85, 114, 143 & 171 Groath and Opoczynski disclosed the method 
of claim 20, However Groath and Opoczynski did not disclose wherein the channel information 
comprises a time in a state of one of the channels, Moura disclosed wherein the channel 
information comprises a time in a state of one of the channels (col. 2, Hnes 58-61). 
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Therefore at the time the invention was made it would have been obvious to one in the ordinary 
skill in the art to incorporate a time in a state of one of the channels in channel information 
taught by Moura as a part of the performance category in the performance information system 
taught by Groath-Opoczynski to facilitate in providing a full spectrum view of a communication 
network for analysis. 

Response to Arguments 

34. Applicant's arguments filed 28 March 2005 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

35. The applicant argued, "neither Groath nor any other cited reference teaches or suggests 
generating and transmitting a graphical overview of the communication network, as provided for 
in claims 1,31,61,90, 119 and 148. 

36. As to applicant's arguments Groath disclosed extracting the network performance data by 
using plurality of programs and the results of that data may be outputted by way of reports and 
charts {graphs} (col.35, lines 10-15). 

37. The apphcant argued, "list of types of performance information is provided after a 
particular region is selected , as the types of performance information available may depend on 
the particular region specified. Claims 1 19, 148incorporate similar provisions. No such teaching 
is found in Groath. 

As to applicant's argument the examiner introduced new art in which Dev disclosed provides 
performance information of a network that can be viewed at various levels by the user on the 
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basis of a world with various network locations, country, region and lower level views showing 
the floor plan of a building or room that contains the network devices (col. 12, lines 42-58). 

38. The apphcant argued, "none of Groath, Opoczynski or Moura teach or suggest generating 
and transmitting a graphical overview of the communication network to a user system, as 
provided for in the independent claims. 

As to applicants arguments please see the response to argument on line 36. 

Conclusion 

39. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Asghar Bilgrami whose telephone number is 571-272-3907. The 
examiner can normally be reached on M-F, 8:00-5 :00PM. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David Wiley can be reached on 571-272-3923. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an appHcation may be obtained from the Patent 
AppHcation Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published appHcations 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Asghar Bilgrami 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2143 

AB 




